CECEIVED
1.5 E.PA.

January 31, 2008
Via Hand Delivery

Ms. Erika Durr, Clerk of the Board
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Environmental Appeals Board
Colorado Building

1341 G Street N.W. Suite 600
Washington D.C. 20005

Re: Deseret Power Electric Cooperative, PSD Permit Number OU-000204.00,
PSD Appeal No. 07-03

Dear Ms. Durr:

Enclosed for filing is one original and 6 copies of Sierra Club’s Opening Merits Brief for the
above-referenced PSD Appeal Case. My colleague David Bookbinder submitted the Petition for
Review, but we will both be working on this case, so please add my name and contact
information to the docket service list for all future filings. If you have any questions about this
filing or if I can be of any further assistance please call me at 415-977-5725.

Sincerely,

o ! T o
Ly o .

" Joanne S’ﬁ;i-ding >

Enclosures

85 Second Street, Second Floor San Francisco, CA 94105-344]1 TEL: (415) 977-5772 FAX: (415} 977-5793 www sierraclub.org
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